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Drawing Amendments 

There are no amendments to the drawings. 
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Remarks 

The Office Action mailed 12/13/2005 rejected claims 
1-2, 9-16, 35-36 and 42-49 under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,604,786 of R. M. Engelke, 
et al (hereafter referred to as Engelke '786) in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 5,724,405 of R. M. Engelke, et al (hereafter referred 
to as Engelke '405). Further, the Office Action rejected claims 
17-19 and 50-52 under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Engelke '786 in view of Engelke '405 and 
further in view of Patent No. 6,021 ,178 of M. E. Locke, et al 
(hereafter referred to as Locke). Claims 3-8 and 37-41 were 
objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
Claims 20-33 were allowed. Claims 1 , 4, 5, 1 1 , 14, 17, 35, 38, 
39, 44, 47, and 50 are being amended. Claims 2, 3, 9. 1 0, 34, 
36, 37, 42, and 43 are being canceled. 

Rejection of Claims 1. 11-16. 35. and 44-49 under 35 U.S.C. 
6103(a) as being unpatentable over Engelk e '786 in view of 
Enaelke '405 

The Office Action stated that claim 3 would be 
allowable if rewritten to include all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. Amended claim 1 
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incorporates the material of canceled claims 2 and 3 and is 
allowable for the reasons stated in the Office Action. 

Claims 4, 15, and 16 are directly or indirectly 
dependent on amended claim 1 and are patentable for at least 
the same reasons. 

Claims 35, 38, 48, and 49 are patentable for the same 

reasons as claims 1,4, 15, and 16. 

The Office Action stated that claim 5 would be 
allowable if rewritten to include all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. Amended claim 5 
incorporates the material of canceled claims 2 and 3 and is 
allowable for the reasons stated in the Office Action. 

Claims 6-8 and 1 1-14, are directly or indirectly 
dependent on amended claim 5 and are patentable for at least 

the same reasons. 

Claims 39-41 and 44-47 are patentable for the same 

reasons as claims 5-8 and 11-14. 

Rejection of Claims 17-19 and 50-52 unde r 35 U.S.C. 
S103(al as being unpatentable over Eng elke '786 in view of 
Engelke, '405 further in view of Locke 

This rejection is respectfully rejected. Claims 17-19 
are directly or indirectly dependent on amended claim 5 and are 
patentable for at least the same reasons since the combination 
of Locke with Engelke 786 and Engelke *405 does not make 
amended claim 5 unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a). Note, 
that the Office Action only relied on Locke for disclosing a voice 
message system. 

- 18- 



PAGE 21/22 • RCVD AT 3/13/2006 8:1 6:27 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-3/13 " DNI8:2738300 * CSID:303 920 9113 " DURATION (mm-ss):08-30 



MRR 12 2000 6:21PM JOHN C. MORHN , ATTORNEY 303 920 9113 

Serial No. 10/671,925 



p. 22 



Claims 50-52 are directly or indirectly dependent on 
amended claim 39 and are patentable for at least the same 
reasons since the combination of Locke with Engelke 786 and 
Engelke '405 does not make amended claim 39 unpatentable 
under 35 U.S.C. §103(a). Note, that the Office Action only 
relied on Locke for disclosing a voice message system. 

Summary 

In view of the foregoing, applicant respectfully 
requests consideration of amended claims 1, 4, 5, 11, 14, 17, 
35, 38, 39, 44, 47, and 50 and reconsideration of original claims 
6-8, 12, 13, 15, 16, 18, 19, 40, 41, 45, 46, 48, 49, 51, and 52, 
and allowance of these claims. 

Although the foregoing is believed to be dispositive of 
the issues in the application, if the Examiner believes that a 
telephone interview would advance the prosecution, the 
Examiner is invited to call applicant's attorney at the telephone 
number listed below. 



Respectfully, 

Paul Roller Michaelis 




Patent Attorney 
Reg. No. 30.782 
303-450-9926 




John C Moran. Attorney. P C. 
4120 115 th Place 
Thornton, CO 80233 
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